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12TOP1A THE EAAHNIKH2 AHMOSIAS OIKONOMIAS. By A.M. ANDREADES. Pp. xii
+ 624. Athens : Raphtanis, 1918.

This work forms part of a systematic survey of public finance, with special reference to
the finance of modern Greece. In spite of its title, it does not cover the whole ground
of ancient Greek statecraft, but merely deals with a few special topics such as the
public economy of Athens and of the Byzantine Empire. The finances of the great
temples, of the federal states and of the post-Alexandrine monarchies receive no
•consideration, although the author promises to discuss them in a future treatise of wider
compass. So far as it goes, the present book answers its purpose well. Though
somewhat lacking in detail about the administrative methods of the states passed under
review, it offers a full and clear conspectus of thoir revenues and outlay. Except in the
section on Byzantine finance, where he breaks new ground, the author makes hardly any
fresh contribution to the knowledge of his subject, but he makes judicious use of the
results of recent research, and he employs his wide knowledge of general economic
history to good effect. Prof. Andreades should be capable of producing a standard work
on Greek finance, but his present book is not likely to displace any of the existing
manuals.

The Seleuoid M i n t of A n t i o c h . By EDWARD T. NEWELL. Pp. 151, with 13
plates and .'53 cuts in the text. New York : The American Numismatic Society,
1918. Five dollars.

Mr. Newell's most promising attack on the complicated series of problems presented by
the coins bearing the name and types of Alexander the Great has been grievously
interrupted by the cataclysm which has placed so many important collections out of
bounds for American, no less than for British, scholars. He has turned part of the
interval to excellent account by making an excursion into the neighbouring realm over
which the Seleucidae preside. His investigation has, of course, been hampered by the
lack of casts and other reliable information ; one cannot be certain that ' pivotal '
specimens may not be lying unrecognised in the trays of, say, the great cabinets at
Berlin and Vienna. This handicap notwithstanding, he is to be congratulated on having
achieved a notable advance.

Long ago I ventured to suggest in the pages of the Journal that the intensive study
of small groups of specimens, presumably the products of particular mints, offered the
best hope of progress towards a properly ordered and final arrangement of the money of
the Seleucid Kings. Mr. Newell has bettered this advice. Greatly daring, he has
ventured to tackle the output of what we must suppose to have been the most prolific
mint of all, and has endeavoured to catalogue the royal gold and silver issued at Antioch
from the reign of Seleucus II. down to the end of the dynasty. It is, of course,
regrettable that the earlier kings are omitted. But the questions relating to these are
so difficult that it would have been idle to approach them without the assistance of
hundreds of casts which at the moment it is impossible to procure, and we must perforce
acquiesce in the relatively late beginning. Future workers will find it a great advantage
to have the Antiochene issues segregated, even from the middle of the third century B.C.
onwards. And Mr. Newell's main conclusions are .likely to be accepted by students
generally. I, for one, am not disposed to quarrel with almost any of them, least of all
with his uncompromising rejection of the old theory that the monograms usually conceal
the names of mints. The points of interest are so numerous, and so varied, as to preclude
any attempt to enter into detail. But it is perhaps permissible to mention that the
well-known tetradrachms of ' Antiochus, son of Seleucus III . ' are assigned to the
childhood of Antiochus V. (Eupator), an attribution originally proposed in the J.H.S. for
1903. In his discussion of the coins of Antiochus VI., by the way, Mr. Newell does not
mention the tetradrachms of 142 B.C. struck from a die on which the name STA has
been deliberately erased. Has he overlooked Regling's paper in Zeitschr. fur Numismatik,
xxiv. ? GEORGE MACDOUALD.




